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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript provides a valuable assessment of groundwater quality in the Niger Delta region, an area where groundwater is a critical domestic water source. The study offers baseline data on physicochemical parameters and hydrochemical facies, which are essential for water resource management, public health protection, and policy-making in developing regions. The findings highlight the geogenic control on groundwater chemistry and identify minor water quality issues such as localized acidity and iron enrichment. Such region-specific studies are crucial for sustainable groundwater management and can serve as a reference for similar coastal and deltaic environments worldwide.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and clearly reflects the content of the study. However, it could be slightly refined for greater precision.
Suggested  title:
“Assessment of Groundwater Quality and Hydrochemical Facies in Kolokuma/Opokuma Local Government Area, Bayelsa State, Nigeria”
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is well-structured and summarizes the key aspects of the study. However, it could be improved by briefly mentioning the statistical methods used (e.g., one-way ANOVA) and the implications of the findings for groundwater management.
· Mention the use of statistical analysis (one-way ANOVA) to confirm spatial variations.

· Briefly state the practical implications of the findings (e.g., need for minor treatment in localized areas).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with appropriate methodology, data presentation, and interpretation. The use of standard analytical methods, quality control measures, and statistical validation strengthens the credibility of the study. However, the following points should be addressed:

· The manuscript refers to “Amassoma” in the Discussion and Conclusion sections, but the title and abstract refer to “Kolokuma Opokuma.” This inconsistency should be clarified.

· The Piper diagram (Figure 1) is referenced but not fully described in the text. A brief interpretation of the diagram’s zones should be included.

.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally appropriate and include recent works (2023–2024). However, the following additions could enhance the literature review:

· Include more region-specific studies on Niger Delta groundwater (e.g., works by Nwankwoala et al., 2020; Ehirim et al., 2021).

· Add a reference on the hydrogeology of the Niger Delta to contextualize the study area (e.g., “Hydrogeology of the Niger Delta” by Etu-Efeotor, 1997).

.


	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language is clear and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical and formatting issues are present:

· In Table 1a, “Lat” and “Long” should be written in full (“Latitude” and “Longitude”).

· Some sentences are overly long and could be split for clarity (e.g., in the Discussion section).

· Ensure consistent use of “physicochemical” (not “physico-chemical”)


	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript is well-organized and follows a logical structure.

· The inclusion of ethical considerations and study limitations is commendable.

· Consider adding a brief comparison with groundwater quality studies from similar coastal regions to contextualize the findings.

· The Piper diagram image quality is low; consider providing a higher-resolution version or redrawing it for clarity.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues identified. The study involved environmental sampling only, with appropriate permissions.

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	None apparent.
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I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer.
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